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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO
STATE OF IDAHO,
Plaintiff-Respondent,
v.
KYLE LEE LASATER,
Defendant-Appellant.
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)

NO. 44983
ADA COUNTY NO. CR-FE-2016-2383

APPELLANT’S BRIEF

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
Nature of the Case
Following Kyle Lee Lasater’s admission to violating his probation, the district court
revoked his probation, executed his sentence, and retained jurisdiction (“a rider”). Shortly
thereafter, the district court relinquished jurisdiction. Mr. Lasater appeals, arguing the district
court abused its discretion when it relinquished jurisdiction.

Statement of Facts and Course of Proceedings
In late February of 2016, the State filed a Criminal Complaint alleging Mr. Lasater
committed two counts of felony possession of a controlled substance (heroin and
methamphetamine and/or amphetamine), in violation of I.C. § 37-2732(c), and possession of
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drug paraphernalia, a misdemeanor, in violation of I.C. § 37-2734A. (R., pp.11–12.) According
to the police report, two police officers observed Mr. Lasater walking through Walmart and
believed he was under the influence of narcotics. (Presentence Investigation Report (“PSI”), 1
pp.20, 195–96.) They searched Mr. Lasater’s backpack and found controlled substances and
needles. (PSI, p.20.) At the preliminary hearing, the State amended the complaint to allege
Mr. Lasater committed one count of felony possession of a controlled substance for
methamphetamine, one count of misdemeanor possession of a controlled substance for
marijuana, and the misdemeanor for possession of drug paraphernalia. (R., pp.26–27.)
Mr. Lasater waived a preliminary hearing, and the magistrate bound him over to district court.
(R., pp.29–30, 31.) The State subsequently charged Mr. Lasater with felony and misdemeanor
possession of a controlled substance and misdemeanor possession of drug paraphernalia.
(R., pp.32–33.)
Pursuant to a plea agreement with the State, Mr. Lasater pled guilty to felony possession
of a controlled substance for the methamphetamine. (R., p.38.) The State agreed to dismiss the
other charges. (R., p.38.) In June of 2016, the district court sentenced Mr. Lasater to seven years,
with two years fixed, suspended the sentence, and placed him on probation for seven years.
(R., pp.53, 54–58.)
In September of 2016, the State moved to revoke Mr. Lasater’s probation. (R., pp.65–67,
68–71, 83–87.) Mr. Lasater admitted to violating his probation. (R., p.90.) In late January of
2017, the district court revoked Mr. Lasater’s probation, executed imposition of his seven-year
sentence, and retained jurisdiction. (R., pp.93, 94–95.) Mr. Lasater arrived at the CAPP Facility
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Citations to the PSI refer to the 223-page electronic document containing the confidential
exhibits.
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on February 13, 2017. (PSI, p.214.) On February 26, 2017, he received a formal disciplinary
sanction for threating to fight other inmates and hitting another inmate. (PSI, p.214.) In March of
2017, the Idaho Department of Correction submitted an Addendum to the PSI recommending the
district court relinquish jurisdiction. (PSI, pp.212–14.) The district court held a hearing and
relinquished jurisdiction. (R., pp.99, 100–01; see generally Tr., p.5, L.1–p.20, L.25.) Mr. Lasater
timely appealed from the district court’s order relinquishing jurisdiction. (R., pp.103–04.)

ISSUE
Did the district court abuse its discretion when it relinquished jurisdiction?

ARGUMENT
The District Court Abused Its Discretion When It Relinquished Jurisdiction
“The primary purpose of the retained jurisdiction program is to enable the trial court to
gain additional information regarding the defendant’s rehabilitative potential and suitability for
probation.” State v. Jones, 141 Idaho 673, 676 (Ct. App. 2005). “[P]robation is the ultimate
objective of a defendant who is on retained jurisdiction.” Id. at 677. The district court’s decision
whether to retain jurisdiction and place the defendant on probation or relinquish jurisdiction is
reviewed for an abuse of discretion. State v. Brunet, 155 Idaho 724, 729 (2013); see also
I.C. § 19-2601(4). “A court’s decision to relinquish jurisdiction will not be deemed an abuse of
discretion if the trial court has sufficient information to determine that a suspended sentence and
probation would be inappropriate.” State v. Hansen, 154 Idaho 882, 889 (Ct. App. 2013).
Here, Mr. Lasater contends the district court abused its discretion by relinquishing
jurisdiction. He asserts the district court should have continued him on the rider or placed him on
probation with a requirement to participate in a problem-solving court.
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Although Mr. Lasater received a formal disciplinary sanction early on, he accepted
responsibility for his actions and apologized to the district court. (Tr., p.16, Ls.4–5; PSI, pp.218–
19.) He also explained that his behavior was in self-defense. (Tr., p.9, L.16–p.11, L.15.)
According to Mr. Lasater, four inmates approached him on his bunk regarding a “problem . . . on
the street.” (Tr., p.9, Ls.21–24.) It was a “gang-related issue.” (Tr., p.10, L.17.) The four men
told Mr. Lasater to leave or get beaten up. (Tr., p.10, Ls.20–23.) Mr. Lasater refused to leave,
and the men started to fight him. (Tr., p.10, L.25–p.11, L.7.) Mr. Lasater punched one of the men
to defend himself. (Tr., p.11, Ls.3–15.) He did not attack first. (Tr., p.11, Ls.14–15.) Even
though he acted in self-defense, Mr. Lasater recognized that he “messed up.” (PSI, p.219.) He
also understood that he had significant mental health issues,2 which he let “get[ ] the best of
[him].” (PSI, p.219.) Mr. Lasater appreciated that he needed help to stay sober and manage his
mental health issues. (PSI, p.220.) To this end, Mr. Lasater had a full-time job available upon
release and arranged transportation. (Tr., p.16, Ls.17–19, 21–22; PSI, p.220.) He also created a
structured plan, including an AA/NA sponsor and drug counseling through in the Ascent
program. (Tr., p.16, L.19–p.17, L.1; PSI, p.220.) Further, Mr. Lasater was motivated to succeed.
He told the district court:
I have been trying to make the best of what I can do in my life, You Honor. And
I’m not that individual that wants to break the law. I don’t want to do bad, I don’t
want bad for my children and I don’t want to be looked at as that person that
shows negativity. I want good in life, Your Honor . . . .
(Tr., p.17, Ls.18–23.) In addition, Mr. Lasater was eager to participate in mental health court or
drug court. (PSI, p.219–21.) This information shows Mr. Lasater recognized that he made a

2

Mr. Lasater has been diagnosed with bipolar disorder, depression, and post-traumatic stress
disorder. (PSI, pp.3, 6–7, 36–37.) He also reported a history of schizophrenia. (PSI, pp.3, 6–7,
37.)
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mistake, but was willing to change and fully participate in the rider or other problem-solving
courts. In light of this information, Mr. Lasater submits the district court abused its discretion by
relinquishing jurisdiction.

CONCLUSION
Mr. Lasater respectfully requests that this Court vacate the district court’s order
relinquishing jurisdiction and remand this case for a new rider review hearing.
DATED this 25th day of July, 2017.

__________/s/_______________
JENNY C. SWINFORD
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender
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